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Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street NW
Washington, DC 20463

RE: Journal Inquirer
Dear Counsel:

We hereby on behalf of our client file the enclosed complaint to the
Federal Election Commission that WWE Inc. of 1241 East Main St., Stamford,
Connecticut 06902, is violating federal election law by rendering corporation
assistance to the U.S. Senate candidacy of Linda McMahon, wife of WWE CEO
Vincent K. McMahon. '

That assistance is manifested by the letter sent by WWE Senior Vice
President Brian Flinn, dated May 24, 2012, threatening my clients with a libel
lawsuit for criticizing Linda McMahon in two political commentaries written by
Powell and published in the Journal Inquirer on January 28-29 and May 21,
2012, respectively. Neither commentary mentioned WWE, so the only purpose
of Flinn’s letter is intended to use WWE to defend the candidate-and to seek to
have a chilling effect on journalists in Connecticut who might otherwise
criticize Linda McMahon during her campaign.

Copies of the letter from WWE's Flinn and the commentaries by Powell
cited in Flinm’s letter are attached to the camplaint.
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OFFICE ﬂl' GEKER,
I, the undersigned, am the publisher of the Journal Inquirer, 306 Progr@¥8!Sc

COMPLAINT

Drive, Manchester, Connecticut, a daily newspaper in eastern Connecticut.
The managing editor of the paper, Chris Powell, wrote two political
commentaries which were published in the paper on January 28-29, 2012 and
May 21, 2012 respectively, copies of which are attached hereto.
. Ily; [he commentaries were directed to the U.S. senatorial campaign of Linda
McMahon, who founded and owned with her husband World Wrestling i
Entertainment (WWE), 1241 East Main St, Stamford, Connecticut 06902, which
is owned and controlled by her husband, Vincent McMahon.
WWE was not mentioned in eithér commentary, yet the paper received a
letter dated May 24, 2012 from WWE threat‘em'né a libel suit, a copy of which is

also attached hereto. I do not believe that the Journal Inquirer libeled WWE and

the letter is meant to discourage our right to comment on Mrs. McMahon.

Sworn to and subscribed before me
this 3(stday. of May, 2012.

Q( ‘;”Cﬂ(ﬁavk/

N
Notary Public
My commission expires:

KARIN E. MARSH
NOTARY PUBLIC
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES 0CT. 31,2013
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McMahon vs. Shays, Vanity vs. Politics

By Chris Powell
Journal inquirer
Saturday, Jahuary 28, 2012

Are Connecticut's Republicans really going to nominate Linda McMahon for U.S. senator again? It could seem so,
~as she has collected endorsements frem dozens of party leaders, if Connecticut's Republican Party can ba sald to
. have leaders. Maybe "officials" would be more accurate: :

For how_could leaders want the party to risk another humiliation like McMahon's campaign for the Senate two
years ago? She spent $50 million from her personal fortune, many times more than had ever been spent in a

- political campalgn In Connecticut, only to run next to last on the Republican state ticket, just a few votes ahead of
a candidate who spent nothing at all, losing by doubie digits to 8 Democrat, Attorney General Richard Blumenthal,
whose frequent exageeratioa aof hia militery recerd might have made hiha beatable by a credihle Republiean rather
than ane whose pnll negatives elways exceedad ber positives.

Haw could any Republican have much hape that it will be different this time?

Is it because this is supposed to be a Republican year? As weak as the ecenomy remains and.as iukewarm as the
public is toward President Obama, the polls show no more enthusiasm for the Republican presidential aspirants,
most of whom Connecticut regards as hateful, wacky, or both. Two years ago was a Republican year - everywhere:
except in Connecticut, where McMahon dragged the whole ticket down, hévmg.no qualification for offfce except
her monay and vanity and having nothing to say except the script offered by national party headquarters and
polisters.

Connecticat remalns a Demuncratic state and that party wilt neminate a weil-knovin acd eitperienced Senate
candidate, 2ither U.S. Rep. Christopher Murphy or former Secretary of the St'_ate Susan Byslewicz. The Democratic
nominee's campaign will be amply funded and he or she will be the favorite in the election.

Maybe in time Connecticut will consider the pornography and mock violence of the wrestling business from which
McMahon draws her fortune to be as legitimate as any other businéss. Maybe Republicans will find a way of
squaring that business with the family values they purport to uphold, or the time will come when they don't have
to, since social disintegration Is the trend in Connecticut, as throughout the country.

But more Fkely, fer the present, Republican leaders supprirting MeMahan are simply engaging in anether defaalt,
as they hiave done many times in raeent years, aiming to give the Senate mnmination to a self-funding candidate
with nn racord In public life and little familiarity with public policy because this seams to relleve the party of its
awn responsibility to be a party. Such an attitude has left the party at its I'ogvest point in Connecticut's history.

If Republican expectations are no higher than extravagantly catered campaign events and advertising overkill that
only emphasizes that someone Is trying to buy an election, McMahon may do just fine again as the nominee. But
former U.S. Rep. Christopher Shays says McMahon can't win and he can - polis indicate as.rnuch -- so he's seekilg
the Republican Serigté hromination teo.

With three years ia the Peece Carpr, 12 years in the state House of Represantatives, 20 yeers in the U.S. House af
Representatives, and tvin years on the U.S. Cornmission on Wartime Contracting, Shays is, depending an one’s
point of view, either an experianced publie servant or a career politician. In afly case he lost only cae election in 17
and was considered a moderate Republican of some independence, as when he confronted corruption in the state
probate court system in the 1980s. He was the last Republican in the U.S. House from New England.
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Some finid Shays preachy but he speaks with restraint and never raises his-volce even as he doesn't need a script to
know what he thinks. Formally announcing his candidacy the other day, he-pledged to work to control federal
spending and to “take the country back" from special interests. He soon may be reminded that. Connecticut is
planted thick-with them, like military contractors whose products the president suddenly has found expendable.
Does anyone in Connectitut really want to control federal spending that much?

But at least until the Republican primary in August, McMahon herself and what she inevitably represents -- buying
an elaction in the-absence of any other qualifications — probably will remain the biggest issue of the Senate
campaign.

[P

Chris Powell is managing editor of the Journal Inquirer..
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Does Connecticut really not know McMahon yet?

By Chris Powsil
Pubished: Manday, May 21, 2012 10:08 Ati ERNT

Wrestiing entrepreneur Linda McMahon says she lost Connecticut's U.S. Senate election two years
2go becawse paopls digin't gut to know her weil enough and certain things about hér were
misconstrued.

. p.
Chris Powell She has 19-nopé se, hiving just gption tne éndprsemant of the Rapsblican siate convention ta ryn
for thie Senata agaln’ But the'dvidance: .much.ta the contrary. After 8ll; most'of the:money spent
on politics In Connecticut: I’ 2010 -- nol]usl-on the. Senate campalgn —~ was McMahon's own money,-a record-setting $50
million, which smathered the: ‘Alrwaves wlbh hu :ommwnb and' suiffed every malibox In the state with glossy campaign
fllers neaty-every, di froni the'sirimer to thé election,

1n the end 281, was g Abputiiesn yesr everywiiare ix the eoutry andoyit Connécticut, #ichnon loat by 12 ponks & 2
Bemgldr:,l wi ;j\i . bse caupht o meonEsenting his mbtmry servize: mcond. ‘She ¥ i 1o iset on the Resullicen Uskst,
‘ohiead of. udv a raino?.condidats who spent nothing-at all, and dragged the whola ur.laemown. According to.the final polis,
more péople hisd a negative opinion of her than a positive one.

It, hiving splm $@évaral Limés mord-monay than' had:ever-boiin spenl-on-a campalgn in Connecticut, a candidate isn't
known well enough, whese foyll would that bo? But.of.course nearly-evaryone knew very well who McMahon was -- that
was the problam. . Hor. prmxlcal qunllnulhns for omne mn nm exmnd beynnd her fantastic wealth; and that weahn derived
Irom thip business of viole fiarography, and g

McMahon.sirmodly is Weading the ninweves gpalr with a Commgrell
portrirying unnel!ul an Evnmmnm ‘who wgs pacr oGl anil went
thmugb n lunlmml:v Yot Conringticiit hayrd thah ad naigeam two
years 8go. And ‘Wwhile McMphon says that:td ofien her Image slie lé
dolng more retall compélgning: than'sha.did two Yedrs pgo,-her
mqemalﬂy adds llme 10 hor' qutllnatlnns Wwithout He? ablllly to-spend
virtually Infiriite mancy, hnr candidacy woild be a-jake. Pollsishow her
Iosing badly agmin to the Domocratic. Sendte:rominee; probably U.S.
Rep. Chris Murphy.

For thie lapublieln usnJaigien’s smdsrsemant, Mcahun suntes
former U.S. REp. ‘Chirls:Sbays tay.8 2-1 mangn, Bit.ottendiod enllrely W
party seganianiien p:mule. cnnventions sre. ouririnfugniced by umoalnw
monw Athere toitng slalitic IS that in tha: nemtllﬁn mmnry,m
years agd McMahon falted t get 50.percent df the vote cuulmt 0 woak
field - former. U.5. Rep. Rob Simmions, who Stopped. camnalanm alier
the canvéntion, anglbértanan’ findnclal déviser‘Peter SEHI, thén-a
political.unknown..Botli have enddrsed Shays:this Uime.- And poils shiow
Shays'tied with Murpllv

wmle snws voted wih his party most of the mime I -Cangrasy, | ifis.oapotity far sriginali lhnuqht and bigartisanship-and his
exposwin-of “turrumien iy gavermmemt mudy wre |num.1! WcMulmn 8. scarnL Bl ps & “RINO;® e "Republican tn name
only.” Dut-#ckalina’s.own Ripublican creddntiois nte' n.ll'Ilh and Impuul-i byl ‘her dnnuuons [ pemocnr.l: candidates.
Nationa! Rapublicon Iéaders seamn ta prefar Shisys. biecasa lnlv e hae o ‘gaed chance of wlnnlnn.

McMahon's pmspet.ts require a transformation far more extansive than the "softening” being undertaken by her campaign.
*I'm Linda McMahon and I approved this message,” she says In the disclalmer at the end of her ubiquitous commercials.
But she's still Unda McMahon.

LA ]

Governix HMaitoy pnal state Cisripitrollsr Hevin Lesroba unnamaei triwmphantly Iack wezk thee the sstmate of the unfunded
labliities In medical Insurance benefils for staté emplwees and retirees:has.been reduced by $13 Billlon, 43 percent,
because of racent rpferms and:cost: lanlno!m Thlﬁ t-nrut If it-comes te pnss, bk fnr the marsent It Is only the rewriting of
estimates, which, of cowse, anyana can do.

What anyone cannot do -~ Indeed, what no one in government In Connecticut has ever seemed able to do -- is to reduce
costs in the here and now. .In the here and now all the Malloy administration has given the state Is another increase In
spending and the-biggest tax increase in Its history.
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1241 East Main Stréet
Stamtord, C1 06902

T: 203 352 8600

May 24, 2012

Mr. Chris Powell
Managing Editor
Journal Inquirer
306 Progress Drive

Manchester, CT 06045

Dear Mr. Powell:

It is with great dismtey that we find it necessary to once -again point out that you
have made false statements of fact in the Journal Inquirer regarding the business
of WWE, this time in your column on Monday, May 21, 2012. That article clearly
was infended to state that WWE is a “businass of violence, pornography, and
general raunch." This is now at least the second time you have made faise
statements that damage our corporate reputation, and the second time you have
stated that WWE is involved in pornography. As we pointed out in our letter of
February 2, 2012 following your initial libel, your position as managing editor
would ethically require you to-report tiie facts and nct distort the trath. That yeu
would rapeat the false statement that WWE is in the pormngraphy business, afier
being told of the falsity of that stateamart, is especially strong evidanee of matiee.

With regard to your statement on May 21 that WWE is a “kusiness of violence;”
WWE programming, like Hallywaod movies and Broadway shows, is-an exciting
blend of action, characters and fictional storylines of-good versus evil entertaining
millions every week, including approximately 300,000 fans here in Connecticut.
Our performers are professionals who have spent many years training to perfect
the athietic and chereograplied maneuvers on ourshows. Your assertion that our
content is violent is In direct conflict with the standards and practices departments
of our curaint TV network distributors whb have rated our pragrathming. TV-PG,
We weuld aise nete thet your prinr writings arove that you know WWE is et in the
business of actual violenas, as your own words in your prior January 28, 2012
arti'cle previously described our business as involving “mock violence.”

With regard to your false statement that WWE is in the “business of pornagraphy,”
which you have now stated twice, that statement is categorlcally false.and
especially malicious. Simply: put, WWE has never been in the pernography
business. As we previously advised you on February 2, 2012 when- you first
libeled WWE by such statements, our broadcast pregramming is TV-PG-and has
always appeared an basic eabte ur broetibaat television. As-any casual teieviefon
viewer knows, based on the Federal Commanioations Commiesion’s rules alone,
WWE's pragrams would not be permittéd on broadcast televisien or basic cable.if
in fact they were pornography. WWE is famlly entertainment. In fact, 40% of the
millians. of fans who attend our live events bring their children. Apart from being
completely false, it is insulting to theseé parents to think that they would take their
children to view what you falsely assert is pornography.
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Our company started with 13 employees 30 years age and has grown to nearly
700, which speaks to the quality and staying power of our product and our
organization. WWE may not be your persenal chelce of entertainment, but that
does not give you the right to maka false statements of faot about our business
which willfully damages our corporate reputation:.

Accordingly, WWE hereby demands a retraction in the Journal Inquirer by June 4,
2012 in as public a manner as that in which you made these false statements.
Should you fail to issue the retracuon we will seek legal and all avallable
remedies.

Sincerely,

Brian Flinn |
Senior Vice President, Marketing and Communications

cc: Elizabeth Eliis, Journal Inquirer
Daniela Altimari, Hartford Courant
Tom Dudchik, CT Capitol Report
Rick Green, Hartford Courant
Susan Haigh, Associated Prass
Dennis House, WFSB-TV
Brian Lopkhart, Hearst Connecticut Medla Group
Kevin Rennie, Hartford Courant
Christine Stuart,_ CT News Junkie
Neil Vigdor, Hearst Connecticut Media Group



